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know Congress did not intend for a cor-
poration or, furthermore, its share-
holders to restrict a woman’s access to 
preventive health care. 

In the coming weeks, as the Supreme 
Court prepares to begin oral arguments 
in this case, these Senators and our 
colleagues who support these efforts 
will echo those sentiments, because we 
all know that improving access to 
birth control is good health policy and 
good economic policy. It means 
healthier women, healthier children, 
healthier families, and it will save 
monies for our businesses and con-
sumers. 

I know many of our colleagues here 
believe that repealing the Affordable 
Care Act and access to reproductive 
health services is a political winner for 
them. But the truth is this law and 
these provisions are a winner for 
women, for men, for our children, and 
our health care system overall. 

I am very proud to stand with my 
colleagues who are committed to mak-
ing sure the benefits of this law don’t 
get taken away from the women of 
America, because politics and ideology 
should not matter when it comes to 
making sure women get the care they 
need at a cost they can afford. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arkansas. 
f 

MEDICARE PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. PRYOR. Madam President, I 
know others are waiting, so I will 
make some brief remarks about some-
thing that is very important to me. 

I rise today to discuss S. 2087, the 
Medicare Protection Act. 

Over the past few years one of the 
things we have witnessed in the Senate 
is, unfortunately, an irresponsible few 
who are trying to turn Medicare into a 
voucher system and raise the eligi-
bility age for benefits. This would not 
only have a catastrophic effect on sen-
iors’ health but also on their financial 
security. It would force seniors to pay 
more for their doctor visits and for pre-
scription drugs. 

People in my State have figured this 
out. In fact, I recently got a little note 
from Philip of Jonesboro who said: 
‘‘Raising the Medicare eligibility age 
would shift thousands of dollars in 
costs to seniors and drive up premium 
costs.’’ 

He got it exactly right. That is what 
it will do. That is what pretty much 
every study I have seen, at least, says 
it will do. 

In Arkansas alone, we have well over 
500,000 seniors who depend on Medicare. 
I encourage all of my colleagues to 
look at the numbers in their States. 
My guess is everyone has a large num-
ber of seniors in their State and the 
seniors understand how vitally impor-
tant it is that we protect Medicare. 

Turning Medicare into a voucher sys-
tem or fundamentally changing it in 
any way by using some sort of vouch-
er—they call it premium supplement, I 

don’t know; they have a different word 
for it sometimes—or raising the eligi-
bility age or cutting benefits would be 
very detrimental to the people in my 
State, and I am sure in all 50 States. 

As Rebecca from Fayetteville said: 
Raising the Medicare age would simply 

force seniors such as my mother and me to 
pay more out-of-pocket. We need responsible, 
common-sense solutions to keep Medicare 
strong . . . 

I agree with that. That is exactly 
what we need. We need these respon-
sible commonsense solutions. Hope-
fully they are going to be bipartisan 
solutions. That is how we get things 
done in Washington, by working in a 
bipartisan way. I am hoping, over time, 
this Medicare Protection Act will be-
come a great bipartisan vehicle for us 
to protect Medicare. 

It does two things, in a nutshell. 
First, it amends the Congressional 
Budget Act to define any provision in 
reconciliation legislation that makes 
changes to Medicare to reduce or elimi-
nate guaranteed benefits or restrict eli-
gibility criteria as extraneous and an 
improper use of the reconciliation 
process. 

I know that is technical and that is 
kind of getting down in the weeds, but 
that is a very smart way to do it, to 
use the Congressional Budget Act to 
protect Medicare. 

Secondly, it expresses the sense of 
the Senate that the Medicare eligi-
bility age should not increase and that 
the Medicare Program should not be 
privatized or turned into a voucher sys-
tem. 

Again, if we look back over the 
years, there have been attempts to do 
this, most of them originating in the 
House of Representatives, but we have 
had a few of those attempts here. 

As Hubert Humphrey once said: ‘‘The 
moral test of government is how that 
government treats those who are in the 
dawn of life, the children; those who 
are in the twilight of life, the elderly; 
those who are in the shadows of life, 
the sick, the needy and the handi-
capped.’’ 

The Medicare Protection Act is the 
right thing to do. I hope my colleagues 
from both sides of the aisle will look at 
this legislation, give it serious consid-
eration, and join me in supporting this 
critical piece of legislation. It is a 
great way to protect our Medicare sys-
tem. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
f 

MCHUGH NOMINATION 
Mr. HATCH. I express my strong sup-

port for the nomination of Carolyn B. 
McHugh to the Court of Appeals for the 
10th Circuit. Judge McHugh received 
her undergraduate and law degrees 
from the University of Utah. She is ex-
actly the kind of outstanding nominee 
of varied legal experience that I set out 
to find to fill this vacancy. 

She has both practiced and taught 
law. She has practiced in both State 

and Federal court. She has extensive 
experience both before and behind the 
bench. She has served the county and 
State bars, as well the State judiciary 
on committees and on commissions. 
She has been widely recognized and 
awarded for her distinguished legal ca-
reer. 

Somehow, along the way, Judge 
McHugh has found time to serve her 
community with groups such as Big 
Brothers Big Sisters, Voices for Utah 
Children, and Catholic Community 
Services of Utah. 

Judge McHugh’s 22 years of litigation 
experience were almost evenly split be-
tween State and Federal court. In near-
ly a decade on the Utah Court of Ap-
peals, currently as the presiding judge, 
she has heard more than 1,100 appellate 
civil and criminal cases that ulti-
mately reached judgment. 

When she is confirmed to the 10th 
Circuit, I think Judge McHugh may 
have one of the shortest learning 
curves on record of any judge in any 
circuit court of appeals to this coun-
try. 

When we have a judicial vacancy in 
Utah, I spend a lot of time talking to 
lawyers and judges throughout our 
State’s legal community, and so does 
Senator LEE. We both work together on 
these nominations, and I appreciate 
the input that he has and what a great 
deal of legal expertise and under-
standing he brings to these matters. 

Judge McHugh received much praise, 
but perhaps the most common descrip-
tion was simply that she works harder 
than anyone else. Her former law part-
ner said it, judges said it. Over and 
over the same comment came up: She 
works incredibly hard. 

I have been doing this a long time 
and have participated in the nomina-
tion or confirmation of more than half 
of the judges who have ever served on 
the 10th Circuit Court of Appeals. I 
know a first-rate nominee when I see 
one. 

Judge McHugh’s varied experience, 
her personal character, intelligence, 
and her work ethic make her one of the 
best. The Judiciary Committee ap-
proved her nomination without opposi-
tion, and I expect the same result in 
the Senate. 

I do have to say that this nomination 
could have been confirmed months ago. 
Despite some controversy over a few 
nominees, the confirmation process 
was working well. In his first 5 years, 
President Obama appointed 24.6 per-
cent of the Federal judiciary, compared 
to 25.8 percent in President George W. 
Bush’s first 5 years. 

The Congressional Research Service 
says the Senate confirmed a higher 
percentage of President Obama’s ap-
peals court nominees than it did so for 
President Clinton and did so faster 
than it did for President Bush. 

In President Bush’s first 5 years, 
Democrats conducted 20 filibusters of 
appeals court nominations, compared 
to only seven in President Obama’s 
first 5 years. Filibusters were much 
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